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REMaRKS/a wnTTM pmTc 

In light of (he Advisory Action mailed Febniary 1 7, 2006, (he Applicant presents the 
following amendments and remarks, and earnestly solicits re-examination and reconsideration of 
this applicaiion, withdrawal of the rejections, and formal notification of the allowtibility ofad 
claims as presented. As detailed in the Office Action mailed November 22, 2005, Claims 1 -20 
are pending, wherein Claims 1-20 have been rejecled. In response to the OfJTce Action, the 
AppUcant traverses tlie rejections of Claims l-;;0, as discussed below in further detail, but has 
amended Cltiims 1,1 1. and 18. and cancelled Claim 5 (incorporated into Claim 1). as well as 
Claim 13 (incoiporaled into Claim II) and Claim 10 (incorporated into Claims 1. 1 1, and 18). to 
fiirther clarify the subject nmier being claimed. Accoi-dingly, It is believed that the claims now 
define patentable subject matter over the prior m cited in the Office Action and notice to snch 
effect is requested at tlw Examiner's earliest convenience. 



Claim Rejections ~ 35 U.S.C. §103 
Claims 1-20 were rejected in (he Office Action as being obvious over U.S. Patent No. 
6.1 83.601 to Otto cv al. in view of U.S. Patent >Jo. 5.738,760 to Svanqvist ei al. or in view of 
U.S. Patent No. 6,325,896 to Hullcrantz et al. The Applicants traverse these rejections. 
However, Claims 1 , 1 1 . and 1 8 have been amended to ftirther clarify the subject matter being 
claimed. Claim 5 has been incorporated into Claim 1. Claim 13 has been incoiporaled into 
Claim 1 1 . and Claim 10 has been incorporated into Claims 1 . 1 1 . and 1 8. Claims 5. 1 0. and. 13 
have thus been cancelled. The amendments to the claims fmd support throughout the 
Specification and the FigiiiesS. and no new muttei has been added. 

Claim I, as amended, is directed to a dry end section for a paper-making machine for 
producing a high-bulk Ussuc. Such a machine comprises a iluough-air dryer adapted to finally 
dry a paper web; a thmugh-air drying fabric configured to transport the web through the through- 

« separntlnp tfi^vicc CQmpri.^inp n s i ,n ion-CQnriP»r«d roll for ...»^r«#i.. p .h. ^^^k 
from tl.e thronph-air drvino f.hr.v , p.nH j,.^^,,,^ 

throuRh-nir dryinp fahrir : an air cmk.inn «rr., .»p..^ ent dfe«n..H ...ij o ^^nr fn f h« ..p or.<i..p 
Ikbrlc; a reel having 4 reel dn,m disposed adjacent thei^lo so as to Form a reel-up for receiving 
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the web from I he separating device, the reel-gp hc ing fipaccd anart from tlm si>p nr«tm|, 
^SXiSS; and a non-coiiracting support sys^^^*^ riicpn cd in thu spao.it hiitwgen tho sepanit^nt > 
device and the recl-np. The non-conlacling support system is con figured to receive the wch 
direcHy from the separating device and lo tramiport ibc web directly to the reel-up. 

Claims 1 1 and 1 8, as amended, are directed lo a method for making a tissue with 
enhanced tactile quality and facilitating reet-up of the tissue in a dry end of a tissue paper- = 
making mjichine. Such a method comprises finally drying a lissiio web on a tlvough-air drying 
fabric with a througl) air dryer; separatititr the tissue weh frnm the thrnunh-ni, di-vitifi fahrf c 
with a separating device Comnrisinir a i.urf fo p .,> onngii red roll, nnd with nn nir «.mk«.nn 
arranecment disposed adjacent to the separ n ting device, such that t|ii> tissue weh is 
received directly op the separatine device from the through-air drvln<. fnhnV transporting 
the tissae web fn.m th« Kop nr.||8 np ^ .^ .^ ^j ^^^^^ rhernfrn>^ with 

. a non-contactlDB SMPDort system disposed wj rt ,in the snace between the^ ^<>p«rnt.np h.»5.. 
and the reef Pip . the reel nip being formed bet^(^een a reel and a reel drum disposed adjaccnl 
thereto; und directing the tissue web through Iho reel nip so as lo wind the tissue web onto the 
reel. 

The Otto ^601 patent Is explicitly direct i:o a method of calendering a sheet materia l 
web carried hy a fahrir (Abstract). The Otto '-501 patent, in this regard, discloses (FIQS. 1-3) 
"various schematic diagiams for forming a sh^^t material WL>h u,M,o,„„n ^.w (Col. 3, 
lines 59^1). wherein "it shoidd be understood by one of skill in Ihe art that the present invention 

could be used with other forming Drngi^..«« yyhlnl. fabrics nnd/or hclts to carry >^ 

imtiiTi^},yebM>Uhoutanope„drprv" (Col. 3. liitc 65 through Col. 4. line 1). As disclosed in 
FIGS. 1-3. the web 20 is transferred to a through-drying fiibric 32. which can-ies the web 20 over 
a throufihdiyer 36. Following the throughdryer :!6. the dried web 2 is transfen-ed to a firal cairior 
fabric 40 in a transfer section 50. with the aid of a vacuum transfer roll 42. The web 2 .„ th..n 
sapdM'iched hetw>^n the fir.t ..rw.. .ok.». ^ - ^, „^ ^„ 

through a calender nin 00 fnrm.rf hy f.^.. j^,. ^^„^ ^ ^ 

second carrier fabric 60 carries the we h 7 in tl ,e windin. nin formed h..w..^ .h. .^.^ 
80 nnd the reel ft7, xvberc il is wound into a roll 34. 
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FIGS. 5 and 6 of the Oiio '601 patent, .is cited in the Olifice Actiojt, discjoso a calender 
slack positioned in a converting or finishing ll)ie, wherein, after a dried sheet material web is 
rolled onto a roll at a windine section, the roll can then be transporlwl to the converting or 
finishing line for the material to be slit, embosised, calendered, crimped, or otherwise processed. 
The illnstj-ated converting / finishing lines sho>m In FTGS. 5 and 6 Include an unwinding section 
500. a converting And finishing section 520. and a winding section 540, wherein the converting / 
finishing lines include spaces between the con>'erting/ finishing section 520 and the winding 
section 540, 

•nic Svanqvist '760 patent discloses a method of and devi ce for Iransfen ing a running 
dried web from one device to a subsequent device. Tn this regard, a web support device 1 0 
extends acmss the width of the web 4 and along a predetermined rtin thereof. ^Iie web support 
device 10 has a support surface I ] fomied by a series of plate member assembHe-s 23 configured 
to provide a flow of air in the dii-cction of the web run. The flow fornjs an air layer 1 5 of 
reduced static pressure between the web 4 and the support surface 1 1 to stabilize the web against 
iluttei-. 

The Hulto-antz '896 patent discloses an apparatus for ti-ansferring a fast running fibrous 
web from a first location to a second location, comprising m air foil defining a web support 
surface thai extends substantially continuously h.etween the locations, and includes at least two 
air supply channels extending substantially peipendicular to the direction of web travej across 
the air foil for j^roviding flows of pressurised air between the foil and the web. In the direction of 
travel of the web. A layer of reduced static preaisure 1$ thus provided which stabilizes the web 
against undesirable motion while minimizing dust build-up. 

The Office Action alleges that it would have been obvious to use the non-contacting web 
transfer system as disclosed by either of the Svanqvist '760 and Hultcrantz '896 patents as an 
alteniative to the web transfer system utilized by the throughdrying system disclosed in the Otto 
'601 patent, becaiise the Svanqvist '760 and Hullcrantz '896 web transfer systems and the Otto 
'601 web transfer system are "equivalents . . . imerchangeable for their desired function." The 
Office Action also alleges that it would have been obvious lo use the non-contacting web hansFer 
system as disclosed by either of the Svanqvist '760 and Hultcrantz '896 patents in the "open 
draw" of the converting / finishing lines shown ir. FIGS. 5 and 6 of the Otto '601 patent. In ibis 

moi/22(ll(M.1v| 

PAGE 1(I/19'RCVDAT3Q2/20(I( 3:30:31PM [Eastern Standard Tline]*SVR:^^^ 



•MAR. -22'"06 (WED) 15:24 ALSTON & BIRD TEL:9198622260 P. Oil 

Appl. No.: 10/803.261 

Amendment dated March 22, 2006 

Reply to Office Aciion of November 22. 2005 

Page 9 

regard, the OFfice Action further alJeies thai the throughdrying section of FIGS. J -3 cowld he 
substituted for the gnwinding section in FIGS. 5 and 6. The Office Action aJso alleges that the 
Otto '601 patent teaches that calendering, though desired, is not required, and that the first and/or 
second carrier fabrics comprise ^'a separating device." The Applicants traverse these ullcgations. 

More particularly, the Applicants submit tliat Claims M, 6-9, 1 1. 12, und 14-20 are 
patentable over the cited refejicnces. Namely, ihe Otto *60l, Svanqvist *760. and Wiiltorantz;'896 
patents, cither separately or in combination, ^jtM teach or suggest a dry end section for a 
paper-malcing machine having a through-air dr:/er, a through-air drying febric for transporting 
fl-MParating device copiprfahip f, ,^„p^^ftf|-f.«i. fleurcd roM for siepai atiiip ihft wah 
from the through-air di-vino fahric anff r^^^fy^.. ^ the web dWeetlv thereon from ^h., 
tliroiigh-Hirdrvinp fahric: nn air emiasion air angcmeiit disposed adjacent to the sepamfinp 
rifiyice and confleured to facilitate sep^r^fflT-^j '^^ * ho web from ihe tiirouPh-air aryi»j . 
Mricj a reel having a reel drum disposed axjjacont thereto so as to form a reel-up for receiving 
the web from the separating device, whereui th a rcol-im is spaced apart from the sft par^Hnp 
^SXififi; and a now-contJlctiiig sunnort svstftm Ai^^vn^^ jg the space between the senarntitu ; 
device <»nd tlie rcpl-up for receiving the wfih jfi rectlv from the sepa d«.v| rP ..nrt 
transpQitiiig the weh directly to the rcd-np „r an associated method tor mqkine a tissue with 
enhanced tactile quality and facilitating reel-up of the tissue in a dry end of a tissue papcr- 
malcing machine. 

The Applicants note that the Federal Circuit has consistently stated Uiat a finding of 
obviousness requires a specific tenchino. mnf.v|.f{«p ^ p,- sngpestinp tp combine thft tonMnnp . 
of individual items of prior art . See. e.g., L, Re Sang Su Lee, No. 00-1 158 (Fed, Cir. January 
^ ^' ^^-^ (factual question, of motivation in i>nmhin. jg matenal to patentability and could nof 
he resQlved on subjective heiit^f and uni^nown anthnr.# y ^ C.R. Bard. Inc. v. M3 Systems, Inc.. 
157F.3d 1340. 1352 (Fed. Cir. 1998) fa showim> of a «„ ggestion. r^^ chinp. or mntiv«tinn m ' 
S pmbine is un cssentiai evidentiary compoB en i t of an obviousness holding); Jn reFritch, 972 
F.2d 1260. 1265 (Fed. Cir. 1992) (Bxaminer can satisiy buixlen of obviousness in light of 
combination only by showing some objective tea.chmp leading to the combination); and /« « 
Fi„e, 837 F.2d 1071. 1075 (Fed. Cr. 1988) (evid ence of teaching or ...op n,.,.^ 
avoid lilndaieht\ 
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Tn this regiird. the AppUcants also note that MPBP §2141 explicitly states that, when 
"applying 35 D.S.C, 103. the following tcn^t^ nf pnt cnt law must be adhered to : 
i^) The claim ed invention must he considered ns a whoje : 

(B) The references must be consiUered as a wnolc and mnst snggest the desirability and thus 
the obviousness of making the combina^j nn- 

The references must be viewed withmii^ h^ ^efit of impermissible hindsight vision 
afforded by the cluimed inventiotii and 

(P) Reasonable expectation nf snccess is the iit«nri«rri with whicii obviousness is delennined" 

Furthermore, in delenwning the dilTerenccs between the prior art and the claims, "the 
question under 35 U.S.C. 103 is fiot whether the differences thcnjselves would have been 
obvious, but whether the claimed jnventlon a s a whole would have been obvious." MPE? 
§2141 .02. "Basic Considerations Which Apply to Obviousness Rejections," citins Stratojlex. 
Inc. V. Aeroquip Corp., 7J3 F.2d 1530. 218 USPQ 871 (Fed. Cir. 1 983); Schenk v. Nortron 
r^)r;,.. 713 F.2d 782. 218 USPQ 698 (Fed. Cir. 1983). (BmpHasIs added). The teaching or 
iMgliCstion to ^ffke th^ claimed combinatinn p nd reasonable expectation of succes.s must 
Mh be fonntf |n the prior art, not in anp llt n ^ u's disclosnrc MPEp §2143 vitingln re VaecK 
947 F.2d 488. 20 USPQ2d 1438 (Fed. Cir. J 991 ). Also, "ftlhe reauiremegt -^at th. timi. th. 
invention was made ' is to avoid impermiMsil h t ft hinricipht » mPEP §2141 OIGli). hi addition, 
"fal prior art reference must be considered in its entirety, i.c., as a whole, includine portions 
that would lead away Jrom the claimed invention." W.l. Gore & Associates. Jnc, v. Garhch, 
Tnc. 721 F.2d 1 540. 220 USPQ 303 (Fed. Cir. l')83). cert, denied, 469 U.S. 851 ( 1984). ' , 
Iw lifihl ofthe.se directives provided in the MPEP, the Applicants traverse the allegiition 
in tlic Office Action that ibc Svanqvist '760 aud Kuitcranlz '896 web transfer systems and the 
Otto '601 web transfer system are "equivalents . . . interchangeable for their desijcd function." 
^'"^^^ does not consider each indep gnri..n» ^ >i...». (i.e.. the totality of the 

combination of elements, as recited). Furthermore, such rejections are contrary to q.e 
rtiqnirement that th.^ teaching or ■su»a..«Knn ^.v. „ai,ncd i.nmhi^ n*.»n o„h 
reasnnahic exp<>rtation of success mn^f j ^nth p. ,. f »»»H p^^,^ „^ ,„ 

applicants dispift<ii]|f A 
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The Apphcanls first note tliat the currenit divrsioiial application includes on/y the 
embodiment shown in FIG. 6 wid, as such, the remarks herein arc directed thereto. In this 
rcfiard. the Otto *60l patent discloses an anranijement (FIQS. 1-3) whereby the web is transferred 
from the throughdryor to the winding nip by the first and/or second transfer fabric. Further, ihe 
Otto '601 patent rcpeatfedly ^ntt^ that the ini^entlon is directed to an anoaratiis for 
eatendering a web whila the web heinif gawfa/l n« «r between ono. or more carriar fahHf-x 
such that at f^,st one fabric accomoanles the yig* pn^^i ne between a nio farmed by adinMni 
calentf^rrpils (Col. J. line 64 through Col. 2, line 63). In contrast, the web transfer devices 
disclosed by tlie Svanqvist '760 (sec. e.g., FIG. 5) and Hultcranl/ '896 (see, e.g., FIG. i) patents 
are disclosed as beine dispnacd on either ^idi. pf n calcndei- such that the web is g/itoi A>^p// /„ 
the nip withotit an aeeomnauvim, iransf^r f^h^h. Tims, the Otto '601 patent reo » ires the wch 
to be supported by at least one trausfer fflhr| c throweh the calcnriei- and docs not ullow the 
alternate implementation the web transfer devices of the Svanqvist '760 and Wultcmntz '806 
patenls, which calender the web without thi> « te of a transfer fabvii, Therefore, the SvanqvisI 
'760 and Hultcrantz '896 patents teach awav ft om a comhinatinn with the Otto '601 patent, 
since the Otto '601 patent requires tho web to b(5 supported by at least one transfer fabric through 
the calender. Further, tho Otto '601 pateju, thiongh this requirement, also teaches awav from 
implementing a non-contacting transfer device as disclosed by the Svanqvist '760 and Hultcranlz 
•896 patents. As such, the Svanqvist '760 and tfultcrantz '896 web trtinsfcr systems and the Otto 
'601 web transfer system arejuit "equivalents . . . interchangeable for their desiretl function," as 
alleged in the Office Action. 

The Otto «601 patent also eKPiicitlv s\^ %^k that the invention is directed to forming 
processes which utilize fabrics and/nr h^K. ^nrry ^ sheet material web without a» n ^.„ 

(Col. 3. line 65 through Col. 4, Hne 1), and such configurations are clearly shown in FIGS. 
1-3 of the Otlo *601 patent. That is, the Otto '601 patent indicates that, if the conJigurations 
shown in FIGS. I -3 were to includti an open drax v. the web would be supported by a fabric 
and/or belt. Accordinfily, tor this reason, the Auntieant fn rther trnv«r.^. fhe allepatin» ■» t^ . 
Advisory Action that "if for the physical limitations/position of the different devices of the 
plant, the web needs to be carried to the reel-up section, the unsupported Iransferring/fiuiding of 
the web as taught by the secondary references wculd have been obvious to one of ord inary ski 1 1 
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in the art," because the Otto '601 patent spccitically notes that a fabric and/or bolt would be used 
in those instances to support the web. The Ap)jh'cant also submits that MPEP §21 43.01 
particularly notes that the ordinary skill in the Jtrl cannot be relied upon to sustaui an obviousness 
rejection without an objective reason to combine the references, and this allegation in the 
Advisory Action is reading teachings of an opm draw into the Otto '601 patent which are nijt 
present in tliat reference. Indeed, the Otto '601 patent specifically teaches that the disclosed 
embodiments donot include an opeji draw, as ihe web is supported by a fabric and/or belt 
throughout the process. 

The Otto '601 patent forther notes lhat Iho disclosed throughdrying configuration can be 
alternatively configured such tliat the web can l»e transferred directly torn the throughdrying 
fabric to tho reel drum using vacuum suction fnjm within the reel drum or pressurized air. 
wherein the web is then wound into a roll on a reel. In another configuration disclosed by the 
Otto '601 patejit. "a vacuum drum is used to transfer the web from the throughdrying Fabric and 
to thereafter pass ihe web on to a reel drum for winding into a roll on the wind-up reel." The 

Applicants submit that neither of tl.P.i> ^wn .. y^ arran^cm<>«ls fenchcs or i.u,fge.^« 

tliatcalenderinBisoptlnnnl . as alleged in the Office Action. Further, (he AnnHcants ^uhmf f 
that naiilier of these two aliarnatiw arrauf^ein^ mts includes free draw hfitwftnn thi> 
throHghdrvine fabric and the t-ftf>l-..p aliened in the Advisoiy Action. 

With regard to the first altcmativo arrane;ement, the web trnnfifur device rihrin«.>^ 
by the Svantivist «760 and ir..l«cr»n#, p« ^ ,„.. , y^,»aa „„t he n..^.,,..^ since ihe web is 
transferred from the dwughdrying fabric 32 dinsctly to the reel drum BO, to bo wound into a roll 
on the reel 82. That is, the reel drum 80 would have to be imnaediately adjacent to the 
throughdrying tabric 32 to be transferred fi-om th.e throughdrying fabric 32 to the reel dmm 80 as 
aresult ofihe vacuum therein. This is consistent with the stated direction of the Otto «rtn^ 
patent, ^yhich >8nccifioallv stntes thnt .^^^., ^^„ts 
draw, or require a fabric nnd/or holf tr. n^.r y .>, ^b ^ thi* ^vont of an oncn dr«w 
Accordingly, the Urst alternative configuration of the Otto '601 patent would not include any 
fi^e draw between the throughdrying fabric and the reel-«p in which to implement die web 
transfer devices as disclosed by the Svanqvist '760 and Hulicrantz *896 patents. That is, in ordei- 
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for tlie first alternative arraneement to be consistent with the tlisciosure oftlio Otto '601 patenl. 
the first alternative arrangement woiikj have tD be con/rgurcd as follows: 

Alternaie l 
so 




Thus, the first alternative arrangement cf the Otto '601 patent does not teach or suggest a 
reeUMP on^ced apart from the senaraHng dftv i^^ wherein a won-contac^hig sunoort system 
js disposed in the space between the sop arnii mLdevice and the recl-iiD for receiving <h.> xy ph 
direcHv from the separating device and iTiiii, ipor<inB tlie web directly to t|ie reel-f^p. as 
particularly recited in the claims now pending. 

The second alternative arranficment disclosed by the Otto '601 patent recites the web as 
'"''"S transferred from the tiironphHrymff f^i.w. < ^2 bv a vac^ ^^ ^t^ drum 42 nnri th^n 
"passed on to" n reel dr»m 80 lor yyinding i n Jo a roll on the wind-up ro^] ff>, The Otto '601 
patent does not indicate, whether in the Spcci ligation or in the Figures, the relationship between 
the vacuum drum 42 and the reel dram 80 in the second altemativo arrangement. In this regard, 
though, the Otto >6Q1 natent doi,^ not e»nlicitty i.. ach that the v:.i..iuni dram 42 k .p 5,y^H 
apart from the reel dnim 80 . However, in order to be consistent with the stated d irecf inn nf 
th e Otto '60} patent, a fabric and/or belt w»» l d be required in the event nf nn np p» .W.^^ 
. in order to carry yhe web and the second alten.ativc arTangement does not describe the use of 
a fabric and/or belt for supporting the web. As such, the Applican* «iso travfir«<>« f h^ 
allegation in the Advisory Action that the thr.., .p hcirver and ^h. r. e l-.n mu.t ..j^.^ut^ 
by free draw In the sec^ind alternative arr«.np ^ >nicnt or else lie the sami. i^ ^ n...| 
nrternatiye arrangement . That is, in order for the second alternative airangement lo be 
consistent wiih the disclosure of the Otto '601 patent, the second alternative arrangement wonld 
not include any free draw between the throughdr.ying fabric and the i-eel-up in wWch to 
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implement ihe web transfer devices as discJos^td by the Svwiqvisl '760 and Hultcranlz '896 
pateijts, and would have to be configured as follows: 

Altsmaie 2 

Thus, the second allemativc anajigement ofihe Otto '601 patent does nof teach aretsl- 
iip spaced apart from the separating device wherein a noil^contacting supptirt fivstnn^ \ ff 
disposcfl ill the spoce between the separating ^^ yi ^e and flic rccj-up far reeeivine ilic wgf i 
directly from the separating device and trnnnporfine the w eb directly to tlf^ r^i>l,np 
pajticularly recited in the clfiims pow pending. 

As discussed witli Examiner Foiluna in the telephone interview, FIGS. 5 and 6 of the 
Otto '601 patein. as particularly cited in the Office Action, disclose a calender stack noaHI«net| 
m a ciinverHag or fjnishinp line . In this cemU the Otto '601 patent notes that, after a dried 
sheet material web is rnlled nntn « ...li y ^ ^^tinn, thP ^fi ... ^ 

t ransported to the cunverting or finishing Ifn^ ^ for the material to be slit, embossed, 
calendered, crimped, or otherwise processed. Thai is, the converting / finlahino Ki.« ^ f ^ 
separate and ejj^jcrete appnrfttpa (i.e.. oHline) :from the papemiaking maclune shown in FIGS. 
1 -3. Accordingly. FTGS. 5 and 6 fiojiaj provide any indication as to whether a calender stack is 
optional in ibopupeniiaking machine configurations shown in FIGS. 1-3, conti-aryto the 
allegations in the Advisory Aciion. Further, thethronehdrvfa e s«>tinn ffing 
iWerelY fre suhstitntcd for the nnwindinp «,«Brt^ m ^n ff shown in FIGS. 5 and 6. Further, even 
though the Otto '601 patent particularly notes that the calendar ^p ^ .jc is not nptin..»i ^vi.i. 
respect to FTOS. 5 ,,nd(? the converting / finishing line would still in.h.H. „ converhnf , «n.. 
nnishing section 520 HSing at least one h>an«r^. ^ Ht for snnn^rtinp fh. y r^K Even further, 
the transfer b el t in ihe converting and finishing section 520 of FTGS. 5 and 6. in and ofitselA 
c|oe? not comprise a "senaratino rf.v.>. r.. ^rU n-Ttf-r the web frnm th. throaoh-al. ,iry if 
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fobrtc iinct receiving the web i^irectlv tj^er^i^p" mnrh less " a seoa rating! device cftmpriBhip a 
siiction-configurect roll lor scnaratiiie tlie yv tb from the tin oiiph-flir drytiig faliric. and 
mi^iViPB the wc|> directly thereon from the thi nimh^fli rdrvino fahrig" as now claimed. 
Tlialis, in any case, the converting / nnisjiuig lines of FIGS. 5 and 6 of the Otlo '601 patent dfl 
not include a separating <f«vi>f qs recited in Ihe claims now pending. Accordingly, FTGS. 5 
and 6 do not disclose a scpiirating device being spaced apart from a reel-up, as now claimed. 

The Applicant finally traverses the allegation in the Advisory Action that "using an 
unsupported guiding system, as taught by the s.3conda)y references, in the primary reference 
configuration would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art." because such an 
allegation completely ignores the teachings of the primary reference and the directives of the 
MPEP, namely MPEP S2141 (whwi "applying 35 U.S.C. 1 03, the followinp teni>K nf p i>^^n| 
law must be adhered to: (A) The claimed InvcnrtflM must be considered as a whole : (B) The 
rcferenci^ij must be considered as a whole and must suggest the dcsirahltity and thns the 
obviousness of maldng the cnmhin«fi«n. (C) The references must he viPw^d without fhf^ 
benefit of Impcrmissihie hlndsirht vision afforded by the claimed uivenlion: and (D) 
Re iiBonable expectation of success is the sfnnd flr^l with which obviousness is dctennined"); 
MPBP 82141 .02 (in determining the differences between the prior art and the claims, 'nhe 
question under 35 U.S.C. 103 is aot whether the differences themseivcs would have been 
obvious, but whether the claimed invention a n a whole would have been obvious."); MPEP 
^^^^^ (The teaching or suP^estion tn mnff<> ^ himed combination and rcnsnnahln 
c gpeetation of saccess must both be Ibunrl in ^ h^ prior art, not in aoplicaiit's disrlnsnr^ v 
and MPEP §2141 .Ol(UI) ( "laj prior art reference must be considered in its entirety, i.e.. ^ a 
3S*£|e, including portions that would lead away from the claimed invention.")- 

Thus, in view of these differences between embodiments of the present invention, as now 
particularly claimed in Claims IJ I, and 18. and the Otlo '601 . Svam|vist '760. and Hultcranlz 
'896 patents, either separately or in combination, tiic Applicants submit that Claims 1-4, 6-9. 1 1, 
32. and 14-20 are patentable over the Otto '601, Svanqvist '760. and Hultcrantz '896 palente ' 
cited in the Office Action. 
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CONCLUSION 

In summary, the Otto '60 J. Svanqvist '760, and Hiillcranlz '896 patents, either separately 
or in combination, do not teach, suggest, or provide motivation for embodiments ol'ihe present 
invention, as now claimed in Claims 1, U, and 1 8. because the Otto '601 patent, and the 
Svant|vist *760 and Hnltcranlz '896 patents, dauot leach die combination as alleged in the 
Ofllce Action or the Advisory Action. Accordingly, in view of tlieso di (Terences between the 
Applicant's invention and the Olio '601, Svanqvist '760, and Wulicrantz. '896 patents, it is 
submitted that tlie present invention, as defined by the pending claims, is patentable over the 
prior art cited in the Office Action. As such. Claims 1 -4. 6-9, 1 1 . 12, and 14-20 are believed to 
be in condition for immediate allowance, 

Jn conclusion, for the reasons set forth abovc,.the AppUcanr submits that all claims nqw 
pending are in condition for immediate allowance. Accordingly, notice to such effect is 
respectfully requested at the Examijicr's earlioK opportimily. 

n is not believed that extensions of lime or fees for net addition of claims aro required, 
beyond those that may otherwise be provided for in documents accompanying this paper. 
However, in the event that additional exiensionsi of time are necessary to allow consideration of 
this paper, such extensions are hereby petitioncti under 37 CFR §M 36(a), and any fee required 
therefore (including fees for net addition of claims) is hereby audiorized to be charged to Deposit 
Account No. 16-0605. 



Renptfclfully submitted. 
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